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Here is the text of President Nix- 
on’s televised news conference: 

The President: Would you he 

seated? 

Q. Mr. President, have you been sur- 
prised by the intensity of the protest 
against your decision to send toops 
into Cambodia, and will these protests 
affect your policy in any way? 

A. No, I have not been surprised by 
the intensity of the protest. I realize 
that those who are protesting believe 
that this decision will expand the war, 
increase American casualties, and in- 
crease our American involvement. 
Those who protest want peace. They 
want to reduce American casualties 
and they want our boys brought home. 

I made the decision, however, for 
the very reasons that they are protest- 
ing. As far as affecting my decision is 
concerned, their protests I am con- 
cerned about. I am concerned because 
I know how deeply they feel, but I 
know that what I havC done will ac- 
complish the^gpals that' they want. It 
will shorten|tiiis war. It will reduce 
American casualties. It will allow us to 
go forward tyith: our withdrawal pro- 
gram. The 15QjOOO Americans that I. an- 
nounced for withdrawal the next year 
will come honie on Schedule. It will, in 
my opinion, serve the cause of a just 
peace in Vietnam. ■ 

The President: Mr; Cormier. 

Communications With 
Students 

Q.: Do you believe that you can open 
up meaningful communications with 
this college age generation, and how? 

A. I would like to try as best I can to 
do that. It is not easy. Sometimes they, 
as you know, talk so loudly that it is 
difficult to be heard, as we have 
learned during the campaigns, and also 
during the appearances of many of the 
Cabinet officers made on university 
campuses.' ’ 

However, on an individual basis, I 
believe that it is possible to do what I 
have been doing, to bring representa- 
tives of the college and the university 
communities to my office, to talk with 
them, to have a dialogue. 

I am very glad that Chancellor 
Heard, the chancellor of Vanderbilt, 
has agreed to take two months off 
from his very important responsibili- 
ties in that position to work with us in 
the administration to see if we cannot 
develop better linos of communica- 
tions both to school administrators, 
but also to school students. 

Q. Mr. President, what do you think 
these students are trying to say? 

A. They are trying to say that they 
want peace. They are trying to say that 



they want to stop the killing. They are , 
trying to say that they want to end the 
draft. They are trying to say that we 
ought to get out of Vietnam. I agree 
with everything that they are trying to 
accomplish. 

I believe, however, that the decisions ' 
that I have made, and particularly this 
last terribly difficult decision of going 
into the Cambodian “sanctuaries which 
were completely occupied by the ene- 
my — I believe'- that that decision will 
serve that purpose, because you, can be 
sure that everything that I stand for is 
what they want. 

I would add this': I think I under- 
stand what they want. I would hope 
they would understand somewhat what 
I want. When I came to the presidency, 

I did not send these men to Vietnam. 
There were 525,000 men there. And 
since I have been here, I have been 
working 18 or 20,3-hours a day, mostly 
on Vietnam, trying to bring these men 
home. — . -- 

We brought home 115,000, Our. casu- 
alties were the lowest in the first quar- 
ter of this year in five years. We are 
going to bring home another 150,000. 
And, as a result of the greater accom- 
plishments than we expected in even 
the first week of the Cambodian cam- 
paign^ I believe that we will have ac- 
complished our goal of reducing Amer- 
ican casualties and, also of hastening 
the day that we can have a'just peace. 
But above everything else, to continue 
the withdrawal program that they are 
for and that I am for. 

V ietnamization 

Q. On April 20th, you said Vietnami- 
zation was going so well that you could 
pull 150,000 American troops out of 
Vietnam. Then you turned around only 
10 days later and said that Vietnamiza- 



tion was so badly threatened you were 
sending troops into Cambodia. 

Would you explain this apparent 
contradiction for us? 

A. I explained it in my speech of 
April 20th as you will recall because 
then I said that Vietnamization was 
going so well that we could bring 
150,000 by the spring of next year, re- 
gardless of the progress in the Paris 
peace talks and the other criteria that 
I mentioned. 1 

But I also warned at that time that 
increased enemy action in Laos, in 
Cambodia, as well as in Vietnam, was 
something that we had noted, and that 
if I had indicated,' and if I found, that 
ncreased enemy action would jeopard- 
ze the remaining forces who would be 
I a Vietnam after we had withdrawn 
[50,000, I would take strong action to 
leal with it. I found that the action 
ihat the enemy had taken in Cambodia 
tould mean the - 240,000 Americans 
tho would be there a year from now 
Without many combat troops to help 
lefend them would leave them in an 
intenable position. That is why I had 
j> act. 

. i Q. Mr. President, some Americans 
elieve this country is heading for rev- 
iution, and others believe that dissent 
id violent dissensions are leading us 
i an era of repression. I wonder if 
l>u can give us your view of the state 
I society and where it is heading. 

(A. That would require an extended 
iswer. Briefly, this country is not 
:aded for revolution. The very fact 
at we do have the safety valves of 
e right to dissent, the very fact that 
B President of the United States 
ked the District commissioners to 
live their rule for 30 days’ notice for 
(monstratons, and also asked that 




tit demonstration occur not just 
3und the Washington Monument but 
c the Ellipse where I could hear it — ■ 
3l you can hear it pretty well from 
ire, I can assure you — that fact is an 
ideation that when you have that 
kid of safety valve you are not going 
t(have revolution which comes from 
riression. 

'he second point with regard to re- 
pssion; that is nonsense, in my opin- 



ion. I do not see that the critics of my 
policies, our policies, are repressed. I 
note from reading the press and from 
listening to television that the criticism 
is very vigorous and sometimes quite 
personal. It has every right to he. I 
have no complaints about it. 

Paris Negotiations 

Q. One of the consequences of the 
Cambodian action was the fact that the 
other side boycotted this week’s peace 
talks in Paris. There is some question 
as to whether our side will attend next 
week. Have you made a decision on 
that? a 

A. Our side will attend next week. ' 
We expect the talks to go forward. 
And at the time that we are cleaning 
out sanctuaries in Cambodia, we will 
pursue the path of peace at the negoti- 
ating table there, and a number of 
other forums that we are . presently 
working on. 

Mr. Horner? \ - 

Q. Mr. President, Secretary of De- 
fense Laird said last week that if the 
North Vietnamese troops should move 
across the DMZ in force, he would rec- 
ommend resumption of the bombing. 
What would be your reaction to such a 
recommendation in those circum- 
stances? ' \ 

A. I am not going to speculate as to 
what the North Vietnamese may do. I 
will only say that if the North Viet- 
namese did what some have suggested 
they might do — move a massive force 
of 250,000 or 300,000 across the DMZ 
against our Marine Corps people who 
are there — I would certainly not allow 
those men to be massacred without 
using more force and more effective " 
force against North Vietnam. 

I think we have warned the leaders 
of North Vietnam on this point several 
times, and because we have warned 
them I do not believe they will move 
across it. 

Criticism of Dissent 

Miss Dickerson? 

Q. After you met with eight univer-. 
sity presidents yesterday, they indi- 
cated that you had agreed to tone 
down the criticism in your administra- 
tion of, those who disagree with you. 
And tonight Vice President Agnew is 
quoted all over the news programs as 
making a speech which contains these 
words: 

“That every debate has a cadre of 
Jeremiahs, usually a coalition of chol-, 
eric intellectuals and tired, embittered 
elders.” Why? 

A. Miss Dickerson, I have studied 



the history of this country over the 
past 190 years:. And, of course, the clas- 
sic and the most interesting game is to 
try to drive a wedge between the Pres- 
ident and Vice President. Believe me, I 
had eight years of that, and I am expe- 
rienced on that point. 

Now, as far as the Vice President is 
concerned, he will answer for anything 
that he has said. As far as my attempt- 
ing to tone him down or my attempt- 
ing to censor the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior because he happens to take a dif- 
ferent point of view, I shall not do 
that. I would hope that all of the mem- 
bers of this administration would have 
in mind the fact a rule that I have al- 
ways had, and it is a very simple one: 
When the action is hot, keep the rheto- 
ric cool. 

Q. Mr. President, on April 30 you an- 
nounced that you, as commander-in- 
chief, were sending in U.S. units and' 
South Vietnamese units into Cam- 
bodia. Do the South Vietnamese abide 
by the same pull-out headline as you 
have laid down for the American 
forces? 

A. No, they do not. I would expect 
that the South Vietnamese would come 
out approximately at the same time 
that we do because when we come out 
our logistical support and air support 
will also come out with them. 

I would like also to say that with re- 
sponse to that deadline I can give the 
members of the press some news with 
regard to the developments that have 
occurred. The action actually is going 
faster than we had anticipated. 

The middle of next wigek the first 
units, American units, wiil come out. 
The end of next week the second group 
of American units will come, out. The 
great majority of all American units 
will be out by the second week of 
June, and all Americans of all kinds, 
including advisers, will be' out of Cam- | 
bodia by the end of June. \ 

The writing press gets a break. 

Cooling Rhetoric 

I will take you next, Mr. Potter. 

Q. Mr. Presideiit, on your use of the 
word bums to categorize some of those 
who are engaged in dissent, and I 
know you meant it to apply to those 
who are destructive, but it has been 
used in a broader context, do you be- 
lieve that is in keeping with your 
suggestion that the rhetoric should be 
kept cool? 

A. I would certainly regret that my 
use of the word bums was interpreted 
to apply to those who dissent. All the 
members of this press corps know that 
I have for years defended the right of 
dissent. I have always opposed the use 
of violence. On university campuses 
the rule of reason is supposed to pre- 
vail over the rule of force. And when 
students on university campuses burn 
buildings, when they engage in vio- 
lence, when they break up furniture, 
when ,-they terrorize their fellow stu- 
dents and terrorize the faculty, then I 
think bums is perhaps too kind a word 
to apply to that kind of person. Those 
are the kind I was referring to. 



Cambodian “Risk” 

Q. Mr. President, you mentioned 
that you expected the Americans to be 
out of Cambodia by some time in June. 
President Thieu was quoted as saying 
in an interview that he felt the North 
Vietnamese could re-establish their 
sanctuaries in Cambodia within six 
months and possibly, he was quoted as 
saying , within two or three months. 

If that is the case, what have we ac- 
complished in Cambodia? Was it worth 
the risk, and what do we do when they 
re-establish those sanctuaries? 

A. I am planning to give a report to 
the nation when our own actions are 
completed, toward the latter part of 
June. At that time, I will answer that 
question in full. 

At the present time, I will say that it 
is my belief, based on wnat we have ac- 
complished to date, that we have 
bought at least six months and proba- 
bly eight months of .time for the train- 



ing of the ARVN, the army of South 
Vietnam. We have also saved, I think, 
hundreds, if not thousands, of Ameri- 
cans, as Frank Reynolds reported to 
night on ABC. Rockets by the thou- 
sands and small arms ammunition by 
the millions have already been cap- 
tured and those rockets and small 
arms will not be killing Americans in 
these next few months. And what we 
have also accomplished by buying 
time, the means that if the enemy does 
come back into those sanctuaries next 
time, the South Vietnamese will be 
strong enough and well trained enough 
to handle it alone. 

I should point out too, that they are 
handling a majority of the assignments 
'■ now in terms of manpower. 

Hickel’s Letter 

\,Mr. Bailey? 

■Q,. Sir, without asking you to censor 
the Secretary of the Interior, could 
you comment on the substantive points 
that he made in his letter? 

A. I think the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior is a man who has very strong 
Views. He is outspoken. He is coura- 
geous.That is one of the reasons I se- 
lected him for the Cabinet, and one of 
the reasons that I defended him very 
vigorously before this press corps 
when he was under attack. 

As far as his views are concerned, I 
will, of course, be interested in his ad- 
vice., I might say, too, that I hope he 
gives some advice to the Postmaster 
General. ..That was the fastest mail de- 
livery I have had since I have been in 
the White House, x 
.>• ■ 

Ladder of Escalation 

■ Mr. Scali? v\ 

Q. Mr. President, how do you answer 
the criticism that the justification that 
you give for going into the Cambodian; 
sanctuaries is appallingly similar to 
the reasons that President Lyndon 
Johnson gave as he moved step by step 
up the ladder of escalation? He wanted 




peace, too, sir. 

A. Mr. Scali, President Johnson did 
want peace, and, if I may use the ver- 
nacular, he has taken a bad rap from 
those who say that he wanted war. 

However, the difference is that he 
did move step by step. This action is a 
decisive move, and this action also 
puts the enemy on warning that if it 
escalates while we are trying to desca- 
late, we will move decisively and not 
step by step. 

Mr. Healy. 

- .Q Mr. President,, this war was well ' 
under way before you came in, as you 
just said. Considering the total in lives 
and 'in everything else that is happen- 
ing now' do you think it will have 
proved to be worthwhile? 

A. It is rather a moot question, Mr. 
Healy, as to whether it will prove 
'worthwhile. As commander-in-chief, I 
have found for 525,000 Americans it 
has been my responsibility to do every- 
thing I could to protect their lives and 
to get them home as quickly as I can. 
And we have .succeeded pretty well. 

We brought il5,000 home. We are 
going to bring another 150,000, and this 
action will assure the continued suc- 
cess of that program. 

However, looking at “the whole of 
Southeast Asia, looking at the fact that 
we have lost lives there, I would say 
that only history will record whether it 
was worthwhile. 

I do know this: Now that America is 
there, if we do what many of our verjr 
sincere critics think we should do, if 
we withdraw from Vietnam and allow 
the enemy to come into Vietnam and 
massacre the civilians there by the mil- 
lions, as they would, if we do that, let 
me say that America is finished in so 
far as the peacekeeper in the Asians 
world is concerned. 

Police, Guard Conduct 

Q. Mr. President, in light of the 
Kent State University incident, could 
you tell us what, in your judgment, is 
the proper action and conduct for a po- 
lice force or a National Guard force 
when ordered to clear the campus 
areas and faced with a crowd throwing 
rocks? 

A. We think we have done a rather 
good job here in Washington in that 
respect. As you know, we handled the 
two demonstrations, October 15 and 
November 15 of last year without any 
significant casualties, and that took a ,| 
lot of doing because there were some 
pretty rough people involved — a few 
were rough; most of them were very 
peaceful. . 1 

I would hope that the experience 
that we have had in that respect could / 
be shared by the National Guards'' 
which'- of course, are not under federal 
control hut under state control. 

What I say is not to be interpreted 
as a criticism in advance of my getting 
the facts of. the National Guard at 
Kent State. I want to know what the 
facts are. I have asked for the facts. 
When I get them, I will have some- 



thing to say about it. nut i ao Know 
when you do have a situation of a 
crowd throwing rocks and the National 
Guard is called in, that there is always 
the chance that it will escalate into the 
kind of a tragedy- that happened at 
Kent State. 

If there is one thing I am personally 
committed to, it is this: I -saw the pic- 
tures of those four youngsters in the 
Evening Star the day after that trag- 
edy, and I vowed then that we were 
going to find methods that would be 
more effective to deal with these. prob- 
lems of violence, methods that would 
deal with those who would use force 
and violence and endanger other,.but, 
at the same time, would not take the 
lives of innocent people. 

Cambodia’s Future 

Q. After the American troops are re- 
moved from Cambodia, there may still 
be a question as to the future of Cam- 
bodia’s ability to exist as a neutralist 
country. 

What is your policy toward Cambod- 
ia’s future? 

A. The United States is, of course, 
interested in the future of Cambodia, 
and the future of Laos, both of which, 
as you know, are neutral countries. 
However, the United States, as I indi- 
cated in what is called the Guam or 
Nixon Doctrine, cannot take the re- 
sponsibility and should not take the re- 
sponsibility in the future to send 
American men in to defend the neu- 
trality of countries that are unable to 
defend themselves. 



In this area, what we have to do is to 
go down the diplomatic trail, and that 
is why we are exploring with the So- 
viet Union — with not too much success 
to date, but we are going to continue 
to explore it — with Great Britain, 
with the Asian countries that are meet- 
ing in Jakarta, and through every pos- 
sible channel, methods' through which 
the neutrality of countries like Cam- 
bodia and Laos, who cannot possibly 
defend themselves, to see that that 
neutrality is guaranteed without hav- 
ing the intervention of foreign forces. 

Inauguration Goals 

Q. Mr. President, in your inaugural 
address, you said that one of your' 
goals was to bring us together in 
America. You said that you wanted to 
move us in international terms from 
an era of confrontation to an era of ne- 
gotiation. You said you wanted to 
bring peace to Vietnam. During the 
past two weeks, it seems that we are 
further than ever from those goals. 
How do you account for this apparent 
failure? 

A. Don’t judge us too quickly. When 
it comes to negotiaton, I would suggest 
. that you recognize the fact that some 
very important talks are going forward 
on arms limitation with the Soviet 
Union. We are still far apart. But I will 
predict now that there will be an 




agreement. When that agreement 
comes, it will have great significance. I 
say that having in mind the fact that 
we are far apart from the Soviet Union 
in our policy toward Southeast Asia, in 
our policy toward the Mideast; but I 
say that where the problem of arms is 
concerned, here is where our interests 
are together. The Soviet Union has 
just as great an interest as we have in 
seeing that there is some limitation on 
nuclear arms. 

^ Jets for Israel 

Q. Mr. President, have you made any 
judgment yet on the sale of jets to Is- 
rael? Arid how do you view the situa- 
tion in the Middle East at the mo- 
ment? 

A. Well, the situation has become 
ominous due to the fact that reports 
have been received with regard to So- 
viet pilots being interjected into the 
UAR Air Force, not in combat' but- in 
sSme other role. We are watching''' 
these reports very closely. If those re- 
ports prove to be true, and if that con- 
tinues to escalate, this will dramati- 
cally shift the balance of power and it 
would make it necessary for the 
United States to re-evaluate its deci- 
sion with regard to the sale of jets to 
Israel. 

We have made it very clear — and 
this is in the interest of peace in that 
area — that the balance of power must 
not be changed and we will keep that 
commitment. 

'■C 

Coalition Government 

Q. Mr. President, is the United 
States prepared to pursue with equal 
fervor in Paris negotiations to find a 
political settlement of this war, includ- 
ing the possibility of discussing with 
the other side a coalition government? 

A. We are prepared to seek not only 
in Paris but in any other forum a polit- 
ical settlement of this war. We are not 
prepared, however, to seek any settle- 
ment in whch we or anyone else im- 
poses upon the people of South Viet- 
nam a government that they do not 
choose. If the people of South Vietnam 
choose a coalition government, if they 

N choose to change the leaders' they pres- 
ently. have, that is a decision we will 
accept. President Thieu has indicated 
he will accept it. But we do not intend 
to impose at the conference table on 



the people of South Vietnam a govern- 
ment they do not choose. 

Nation’s Economy 

Q. Mr. President, on a domestic 
subject, on the economy, sir. Unem- 
ployment is up, the stock market is 
down, things look generally discourag- 
ing. Do you have any views on that, 
and do you have any plans? 

A. Yes. Unemployment reached the 
point of 4.8, I noticed, this last month. 
In order to keep it in perspective, it 
should be noted that in 1961, 1962, 



1963, 1964 and 1965 the average unem- 
ployment was 5.7. Five-poinhseven is 
too high. Four-point-eight I think, is 
also too high. But the unemployment 
we presently have is the result of the 
cooling of the economy and our fight 
against the inflation. 

We believe, however, that, as we 
look to the balance of the year, that we 
will begin to see a moving up in our 
Gross National Product in the last of 
the second quarter and throughout the 
third and fourth quarters. I believe 
that by the end of the year we will 
have passed the trillion-dollar mark in 
terms of GNP. I believe that the year 
1970 will be a good year economically, 
a year in which unemployment, we 
hope, can be kept below the average 
that we had in the early 60s, which was 
much too high. 

Secretary Rogers’ Position 

Q. Mr. President, did Secretary of 
State Rogers oppose your decision to 
go. into Gambodia or did Dr. Kissinger 
oppose it? " 

A.,. Every one of my advisers, the 
Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
Defense, Dr. Kissinger, Director 
Helms, raised questions about the deci- 
sion, and, believe me, I raised the most 
questions, because I knew the stakes 
that were involved, I knew the division 
that would 'be caused in this country. I 
knew also the problems internation- 
ally. I knew the military risks. And 
then after hearing all of their advice, I 
made the decision. Decisions, of 
course, are riot made by vote in the 
National Security Council or in the 
Cabinet. They are made by the Presi- 
dent with the advice of those, and I 
made this decision. I take the responsi- 
bility for it. I believe it was the right, 
decision. I believe it will work out. If ' 
"“it doesn’t, then I am to blame. They 
.are not. 

Loneliness of Presidency 

Mr. Morgan? 

Q. Volumes have been written about 
the loneliness of the presidency. You, 
yourself, have said that you were not 
going to get trapped into an isolation 
as President. Have you, particularly in 
recent days, felt isolated? And if you 
have not, could you explain to us why 
- it was not until yesterday that you, 
whose voice means more than anybody 
elas’s in the administration, whether it 
be Mr. Agnew or Mr. Hickel, waited 
until yesterday to tell the educators 
that the administration was lowering 
— was modifying its discourse with the 
dissenters? 

A. Well, first let us understand what 
I told the educators. The educators 
came in to discuss their problems, and 
since they are all presidents I felt a 
community of interest with them. 

I indicated to them that I didn’t 
want to make their job any harder for 
them and I would appreciate it if they 
wouldn’t make m’y job any harder for 
me in their own activities. 

They raised questions abolt the vice 
president, and about other people in 
the administration, about the rhetoric, 
and I know, of course, questions have 
been raised about my rhetoric. 

Let me say that in terms, however, 




of the vice president, in terms of what 
I told the educators, I did not indicate 
to them that I was going to muzzle the 
vice president, that I was going to cen- 
sor him. ' 

I believe that the President, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the Secretary of 
HEW, everybody in this administra- 
tion, should have the right, after con- 
sidering all the factors, to speak out 
and express his views. This is an open 
administration. It will continue to be. 

I also think that people should have 
the right to speak out as they do in the 
House and in the Senate, in the media, 
and in the universities. The only dif- 
ference is that, of all these people, and 
I refer particularly to some of my 
lively critics in the House and Senate, 
they have the luxury of criticism. 

I was once a senator and a House 
member; I thought back to this when I 
called Harry Truman today and wished 
him well on his 86th birthday, to some 
of the rather rugged criticisms I di- 
rected in his direction. 

They have the luxury of criticism be- 
cause they can criticize, and if it 
doesn’t work out then they can gloat 
over it, or if it does work out, the criti- 
cism will be forgotten. 

I don’t have that luxury. As com- 
mander-in-chief, I, alone, am responsi- 
ble for the lives of 425,000 or 430,000 
Americans in Vietnam. That is what I 
have been thinking about. And the de- 
cision that I, made on Cambodia will 
save those lives. It will bring the peace 
that we all want, in my opinion. I 
could be wrong, but if I am wrong, I 
am responsible and nobody else. 

Troop Withdrawals 

Q. Mr. President, early in the news 
conference, in saying that the troop 
withdrawals would continue, you said 
that a year from now there would be 



240,000 American soldiers in Vietnam. 

The President: Don’t hold me to the 
exact figure. . 

Q. That is 185,000. Are you announc- 
ing a larger withdrawal tonight? 

A. No, I wasn’t. What I was indicat- 
ing was a range. But don’t get the im- 
pression that we might not get that 
low also, because you understand we 
are going to go forward;on the negoti- 
ating track'at this time, and I am riot 
among those who has given up on that 
track? I still think there is a possibility 
of progress there. 

Visit With Protesters 

Q. Mr. President, will you see the 
demonstrators tomorrow in the White 
House? 

A. If arrangements are made by my 
staff so that they can come in to see 
me, I will be glad to. To talk to a great 
number of people. I will be here all 
day long. As a matter of fact, I will be 
here tonight and tomorrow as well. 
But sometimes it is quite difficult to 
arrange which groups should come in. 
I know members of my staff will go 
out to see them. I have asked all the 
younger members of my staff to- talk 
to the demonstrators and try to get 
their views as we did on November 15 
and October 15. I will be glad to see 
them if some of them are available. 

The Press: Thank you, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The President: Could I ask the mem- 
bers of the press to wait one moment. 

■ For 26 years a member of this press 
corps did just what Frank Cormier did 
then. He was known as the man who 
said ‘.‘Thank you, Mr. President.” 
r Three weeks ago he met a tragic 

death and, as we close the conference, 
I would like to suggest that we all 
stand for a moment in memory of Mer- 
riman Smith. 

Moment of silence. 

The President: Thank you. 




